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It  is  a  well  known  fact  that  while  the  various  manuscripts 
of  the  Old  Saxon  epic  contain  approximately  the  same  text, 
they  differ  materially  in  orthography.  Among  the  differences 
the  forms  of  the  w-diphthong  are  of  particular  interest,  and  by 
a  careful  study  of  the  stems  containing  these  forms  we  hope 
to  determine  at  least  a  few  of  the  phonetic  characteristics  of 
the  original,  and  also  to  locate  the  homes  of  the  manuscript- 
copies  which  have  been  preserved  J). 

According  to  the  established  rules1  2)  for  vowel  mutation 
within  the  Germanic  languages,  the  w-diphthong  (Teutonic  eu, 
Gothic  iu)  should  appear  in  the  Old  Saxon  as  iu,  whenever 
the  next  syllable  contained  an  i  or  u  vowel.  It  should  become 
eo  before  a  following  a ,  e,  or  o  sound.  This  eo  became  later 
iOj  ie,  or  ia. 

In  the  Old  High  German,  the  above  change  has  taken 
place  regularly  and  we  know,  from  external  evidence,  that  the 
io  form  which  had  displaced  the  older  eo  by  the  end  of  the 
ninth  century,  was  itself  supplanted  by  the  ie  diphthong  during 
the  eleventh  century.  Many  students  of  the  Heliand  assume 
that  a  similar  change  has  taken  place  in  the  tradition  of  the 
epic  3).  The  occasional  eo  form  is  accordingly,  in  their  opinion, 
due  to  the  carelessness  or  oversight  of  the  correcting  copyist. 
But  a  comparison  of  the  texts  simply  complicates  matters  as 
long  as  such  a  theory  is  accepted,  for  while  both  manuscripts 

1)  These  are:  (1)  Cottonian  manuscript  (10.  century?)  in  the 
British  Museum,  (2)  Monacensis  (9d  century?)  in  the  „Hof-  und 
Staatsbibliotheku  in  Munich,  (3)  Vatican  (fragment)  at  Rome,  and  (4) 
Prague  (fragment)  in  the  Prague  University  library. 

2)  Holthausen  §  101 — 103.  Gallee  §  47—52;  Vietor  §  72.  2  and  731. 

3)  Behaghel,  Germania  31,  380,  assumes  that  a  large  number  of 
copyists  produced  M.  or  the  text  from  which  M.  has  been  reproduced. 
These  corrected  ad  libitum. 
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use  eo  sporadically  throughout,  they  seldom  agree  on  the  use 
of  this  form.  In  fact  the  eo  of  one  text  is  as  a  rule  the  equi¬ 
valent  of  an  eo,  ie,  or  ia  in  the  other.  Moreover  all  of  these 
forms  of  the  diphthong  occur  in  the  same  word,  as  well  as  in 
the  various  stems  appearing  in  any  section  of  the  manuscript, 
and  it  is  our  purpose  in  the  following  to  discover  the  rules,  if 
there  are  any,  which  goveru  this  change. 

Moreover  each  of  these  forms  alternates  occasionally  with 
the  «w-diphthong,  thus  convincing  some  scholars  x)  that  even  the 
established  laws  regarding  vowel  mutation  are  not  observed 
within  the  Old  Saxon.  A  complete  list  of  the  stems  containing 
some  form  of  the  w-diphthong  will  therefore  be  most  useful  in 
determining  the  phonetic  value  and  the  significance  of  the  diffe¬ 
rent  forms. 

The  influence  of  a  final  dental  consonant  upon  the 
form  of  the  diphthong  may  be  seen  from  the  following: 


thiod 

theod 

thied 

thiud 

C 

M 

C 

M 

C 

M 

C 

M 

60 

63 

269 

269 

285 

285 

340 

340 

488 

488 

525 

525 

543 

543 

557 

557 

- 

559 

559 

593 

593 

629 

629 

665 

665 

713 

713 

789 

789 

843a 

843a 

843b 

843b 

851 

851 

862 

862 

963 

963 

972 

972 

1034 

1034 

1)  Especially  Kogel,  Indogermanische  forschungen  III,  288. 
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M 

1095 

1097 

1119 

1126 

1220 

1225 

1239 

1284 

1314 

1386 

1541 

1773 

1890 

1994 

2156 

2376 

2385 

2496 

2604 

2636 

2641 

2764 

2767 

2783 

2826 

2828 

2849 

2860 

2891 

2950 
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theod 


thied 


C 

1097 


M 


C 

1095 


M 


1126 

1220 

1225 


1314 


1284 

1386 


1728 

1764 

1875 


2131 

2173 


1994 


2212 


2295  2295 

2307 


2496 


2764 


2819 


2849 


thiud 


C  M 


1* 


M 

2975 

2985 

3008 

3035 

3040 

3097 

3101 

3112 

3169 

3181 

3221 

3315 

3392 

3525 

3535 

3610 

3642 

3801 

3808 

3901 

3908 

3911 

4128 

4137 

4139 

4151 

4165 

4171 

4174 

4183 

4194 

4207 

4220 

4226 
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theod 


thied 


C 

2975 


3169 


3315 


3535 


4171 

4167 


M 


3056 


3242 

3508 

3533 

3537 


M 


2321 


3392 


3642 


3911 

4128 

4139 


4174 


thiud 


C  M 
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thiod 

theod 

thied 

thiud 

C  M 

C  M 

C  M 

C  M 

4317 

4317 

4384 

4384 

4404 

4404 

4406  4406 

4431 

4431 

4449 

4449 

4461 

4461 

4451  (4451) 

4463 

(4463) 

4473  4473 

4486 

4486 

4489 

4489 

4493 

4493 

4518  (4518) 

4523 

4523 

4535 

4535 

4569 

4569 

V. 

4593 

4593 

4630 

4630 

4665  4655 

4674 

4674 

- 

(4693) 

4737 

4746 

(4746) 

4795  4795 

4799 

4799 

4833 

4833 

4836  4836 

4870 

4870 

4894  4894 

4914  4914 

4950 

4950 

4956 

4956 

4962 

4962 

5015 

5015 

5045 

5045 

5054 

5054 

5078 

5078 

5119  5119 

5124 

(5124) 

5131  5131 

5137 

5137 

5149  5149 
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thiod 


theod 


thied 


thiud 


c 

M 

5154 

5154 

5172 

5172 

5202 

5202 

5222 

5249 

5282 

5313 

5356 

5369 

5384 

5419 

5475 

5492 

5504 

5531 

5581 

5583 

5642 

5720 

5755 

5861 

M 


M 


C 


M 


5222 

5280 


(5249) 


f 


Briefly  stated,  we  find  that  thiod  occurs  110  times  in  the 
Cottonianus  and  117  times  in  the  Monacensis,  but  never¬ 
theless  the  manuscripts  agree  in  the  use  of  this  form  only 

63  times,  theod  occurs  in  C  25  times  and  in  M  20  times 

but  again,  agreement  is  found  only  in  line  2295.  As  a  rule 

C’s  eo- form  corresponds  to  M’s  io,  and  viceversa.  thied  is  pe¬ 

culiar  to  the  manuscript  C,  where  it  appears  36  times.  M  has 
io  as  its  parallel,  except  in  lines  4451  and  4518  where  ia  occurs. 

The  six  examples  of  thiad  belong  to  the  last  900  lines  of 
M  and  to  line  4693  of  C  where  the  corresponding  part  of  M 
has  been  lost.  This  form  is  explained  by  Holthausen  *)  as  one 
of  the  remnants  of  the  Frisian  language  in  the  Saxon  epic,  and 
as  such  it  deserves  a  fuller  consideration  in  another  part  of 
this  paper.  Here  a  careful  study  of  the  manuscripts  and  a  com¬ 
parison  of  all  the  forms  within  the  manuscripts  is  more  important. 


§  24. 


1)  Altsachsisches  elementarbuch.  See  Van  Helten,  Altostfries.  gram. 
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(2)  The  Old  Saxon  word  for  Goth,  piuda,  piudans  appears 
in  the  Cotton  between  lines  4593  and  4800  in  the  following 
forms  and  order:  thieda  4593;  theodan  4630;  thiod  4655;  theo- 
dan  4674;  thiadnes  4693;  thiedne  4737 ;  thiodo  4746;  thiod  4795; 
thied  4799.  In  M,  it  appears  uniformly  with  the  io  diphthong. 
A  more  striking  variation  is  found  in  the  following  forms  taken 
from  section  4384 — 4486: 


C  thioda  4384 

M  theoda 

thieda  4404 

thiod 

thiodo  4406 

thiodo 

thiud  4431 

thiod 

thioda  4449 

theoda 

thieda  4451 

thiada 

thieda  4461 

thiodu 

thiod  4463 

thiad 

thiodo  4473 

thioda 

thied  4486 

thiod. 

Against  the  above  and  similar  enumerations  which  empha¬ 
size  the  uncertainty  of  sound  or  of  sound  description  within 
the  Heliand,  it  might  be  urged  that  they  include  compounds 
and  are  therefore  invalid.  The  other  part  of  the  compound, 
is  is  true,  may  be  responsible  for  the  change  in  the  vowel  of 
the  stem.  This  seems  possible  since  such  forms  as  theod 
C  4431,  liodio  C  2507,  and  others  are  regularly  explained  as 
mistakes  due  to  the  sound  of  a  preceding  word.  Further,  the 
diphth.  in  the  compounds  alothiado  M  4746,  and  thiadquala 
M  4463  seem  to  point  to  analogy.  But  the  following  examples 
will  show  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  reverse  is  true 
alothiado  M  4746  =  alothiodo,  C  4746. 
thiadquala  M  4463  =-•  thiodquala  C  4463. 
thiodquala  M  4795  =  thiodquala  C  4795. 
elithiod  M  488,  2975,  3008;  C  488,  2131,  2232,  2819, 
3008,  4384. 

elitheod  M  2131,  2819,  4384,  C  2975,  break  Megin-thiod , 
M  1126,  2860,  2891,  2826,  3040,  3908,  4137,  4461, 
4473,  4535,  C  2307,  2826,  2860,  2891,  3040, 
3908,  4137,  4473. 
megin-theoda  M  2307,  C  1126. 
megin-thiedo  C  4461,  4535. 

irmin-thiod  M  340,  1034,  1097,  1379,  1773,  2636,  2641, 
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2849,  3515,  4165,  4655,  C  340,  1379,  1773,  2636, 
2641,  4165,  4655. 

irmintheod  C  1034,  1097,  2849,  3515. 
irminthied  C  2212. 

thiod-gode  M  789,  1119,  3221,  C  789,  1119. 
theod-gode  M  285,  1728. 
thied-gode  C  285,  3221. 

(3)  From  a  similar  Teutonic  root,  the  Goth  has  derived 
an  adjective  piuft,  which  is  preserved  in  the  Old  High  German 
gathiuta,  and  the  Old  Saxon  gi-thiudo  C  and  M  665,  843,  851. 

(4)  The  verb  rethiode  C  and  M  5211,  does  not  deserve 
consideration  here  since  it  is  not  an  io  stem  but  the  perfect 
tense  of  the  verb  redion. 

(5)  Gothic  biudan,  Old  High  German  biotcm ,  and  Old 
Saxon  biodan,  beodan  have  developed  regularly  from  a  Teu¬ 
tonic  *beud.  In  the  Heliand,  we  see  clearly  here,  the  result  of 
the  a -  and  also  the  i-umlaut. 

gi-biodan,  M  895,  1336,  3209,3402,5197;  C  895,  1336, 
1517,  1565,  3209,  3402,  5197. 
gi-beodan  M  1419,  1517,  1520,  1565,  V  1336. 
gi-biede  C  1419. 

gi-biud  M  1074,  1476,  1528,  3262,  4652;  C  1074,  1476, 
1520,  1528,  3262,  4652. 

(6)  Old  High  German  biot ,  Anglo  Saxon  beod  appears  in 
the  Heliand  in  line  3021,  M  biode,  C  biede . 

(7)  Gothic  liudan ,  Old  High  German  liutan,  Anglo  Saxon, 
leodan  becomes  in  line  2507  M  liodan,  C  liodan. 

(8)  From  this  root  a  verbal  noun  developed  in  the  Teu¬ 
tonic  and  it  has  been  preserved  in  all  the  Germanic  dialects  in 
the  substantive  liud,  Modern  German  leute ,  Anglo-Saxon  leode } 
Fries,  liode  *).  In  the  Heliand  we  find  Hod  C  492,  2507,  P 
968,  894,  V  1286,  1332,  1337,  leod  C  1400,  4375,  liud  in  C 
288  times,  in  M  247  times  the  endings  varying  as  follows: 

1)  The  Frisian  also  uses  the  parallel  form  liudin  Brokmer,  Em- 
siger,  Fivelgoe,  and  Hunsingae  MSS.,  but  liod  in  Rustringer,  Westerlau, 
and  Sehwartzenberg  MSS. 
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liud 

c 

6  -d-o 

44  - d 

54  -d-eon 

59  -d-eo 

72  -d-i 

M 

97  - d-o 

97  -d-io 

101  -d-i 

101  -d-i 

104  -d-i 

104  -d-i 

187  -d-i 

187  -d-i 

199  -d-eo 

199  -d-eo 

248  -d 

248  -d 

306  -d-eo 

306  -d-eo 

311  -d-ion 

311  -d-iun 

344  -d-io 

344  -d-io 

354  -d-i 

354  -d-i 

413  -d-eo 

413  -d-eo 

431  -d-o 

431  -d-eo 

454  -d-o 

454  -d-eo 

492  -d-iun 

C  492  liod-un 

497  -d-eon 

497  -d-iun 

523  -d-e 

523  -d-i 

561  -d-eo 

561  -d-io 

573  -d-o 

573  -d-io 

578  -d-eo 

578  -d-io 

617  -d-o 

617  -d-io 

705  -d-ion 

705  -d-iun 

729  -d-o 

729  -d-io 

00 

00 

• 

SU 

1 

<s>. 

788  -d-i 

796  -d-i 

796  -d-i 

824  -d-eon 

824  -d-iun 

854  -d-i 

854  -d-i 

856  -d-i 

856  -d-i 

870  -d-eon 

870  -d-iun 

875  -d-eon 

875  -d-iun 

894  -d-eon 

894  -d-iun 

897  -d-i 

897  -d-i 

904  -d-i 

904  -d-i 

910  -d-i 

910  -d-io 

912  -d-i 

912  -d-i 

944  -d-i 

944  -d-i 

953  -d-i 

953  -d-i 

966  -d-i 

966  -d-i 

P  968  liud-i 

984  -d-eq 

984  -d-io 

P  984  liud-io 
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1  i  u  d 


c 

M 

1008  -d-eo 

1008  -d-eo 

1021  -d-eon 

1021  -d-iun 

1028  -d-eo 

1028  -d-eo 

1037  -d-eo 

1037  -d-io 

1052  -d-eon 

1052  -d-iun 

1069  -d-i 

1069  -d-i 

1073  -d-eo 

1073  -d-eo 

1080  -d 

1080  -d 

1147  -d-o 

1147  -d-eo 

1170  - d-eo 

1170  -d-eo 

1202  -d-eon 

1202  -d-iun 

1211  -d-eon 

1211  -d-iun 

1214  -d-i 

1214  -d-i 

1217  -d-i 

1217  -d-i 

1232  -d-un 

1232  -d-iun 

1235  -d-eon 

1235  -d-iun 

1245  -d-o 

1245  -d-io 

1247  -d-io 

1247  -d-io 

1286  -d-eon 

1286  -d-iun 

V 

1286  -liod-ion 

1289  -d-i 

1289  -d-i 

y 

1289  -liud-i 

1332  -d-eon 

1332  -d-iun 

V 

1332  -liod-ion 

1337  -d-i 

1337  -d-i 

V 

1337  liod-i 

1367  -d 

1367  -d 

1380  -d-eon 

1380  -d-iun 

1382  -d-i 

1382  -d-i 

1391  -d-eo 

1391  -d-io 

1400  -d-iun 

c 

1400  -leod-eon 

1405  -d-eon 

1405  -d-iun 

1410  -d-eon 

1410  -d-iun 

1413  -d-i 

1413  -d-i 

1427  -d-eon 

1427  -d-iun 

1435  -d-io 

1435  -d-io 

1492  -d-eo 

1492  -d-eo 

1506  -d-eo 

1506  -d-i 

1539  -d-io 

1539  -d-iun 

1550  -d-eon 

1550  -d-io 

1616  -d-eo 

1616  -d-eo 

1626  -d-eo 

1626  -d-i 

1 634  -d-io 

1634  -d-io 

1683  -d-i 

1683  lithun 

1733  -d-eon 

1733  -d-eo 

1735  -d-eon 

1735  -d-eo 

1772  -d-eo 

1772  -d-io 
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liud 

1 

c 

M 

1777  - d-i 

1777  -d-i 

1803  . d-io 

1803  -d-iun 

1831  -d-eo 

1831  -d-iun 

1834  -d 

1834  -d-eo 

1842  -d-io 

1842  -d-i 

1850  -d-io 

1850  -d-eo 

1861  -d-eon 

1861  -d-eo 

1868  -d-eo 

1868  -d 

1892  -d-i 

1892  -d-i 

1910  -d-io 

1910  -d-io 

1942  -d-eon 

1942  -d-iun 

1971  -d-o 

1971  -d-i 

1985  -d-i 

1985  -d-i 

2006  -d-i 

2006  -d-i 

2013  -d-eon 

2013  -d-iun 

2036  -d-eon 

2036  -d-iun 

2055  -d-eo 

2055  -d-eo  - 

2072  -d-ion 

2072  -d-iun 

2075  -d-eon 

2075  - d-eo(n ) 

2079  -d-eon 

2079  -d-eon 

2170  -d-o 

2170  -d-eo 

2181  -d-i 

2181  -d-i 

2191  -d-eo 
2209  -d-eo 
2224  -d-eon 
2230  -d-eo 

2191  -d-eo 

2267  -d-i 

2267  -d-i 

2288  -d-eo 

2288  -d-io 

2318  -d-on 

2318  -d-iun 

2320  -d-i 

2320  d-i 

2331  -d-eon 

2331  -di-vn 

2340  -d-i 

2340  -d-i 

2361  -d 

2361  -d 

2365  d-i 

2365  -d-i 

2368  -d-eo 

2368  -d-io 

2384  -d-i 

2384  -d-i 

2387  -d-eo 

2387  -d-io 

2484  -d-io 

2484  -d-io 

2514  -d-io 

2507  -d-io 

C  2507  -liod-io 

2579  -d-i 

2579  -d-i 

2587  -d  eo 

2587  -d-eo 

2597  -d-i 

2597  -d-i 
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liud 


C 

2618  -d-eo 
2647  -d-i 
2676  -d-eon 
2679  -d-i 
2681  -d-eon 
2700  -d-i 
2724  -d-eon 
2731  -d-eo 
2751  -d-eo 
2754  -d-eon 
2763  -d-io 
2776  -d-ion 
2818  -d-i 
2836  -d-ion 
2838  -d-eon 
2861  -d-i 
2875 
2888  -d 
2899  -d 
3003  -d-i 
3026  - d-o 
3036  -d-ion 
3039  -d-i 
3050  -d-i 
3053  -d 
3083  -d-eon 
3231  -d-eon 
3256  - d-eon 
3312  -d-eo 
3389  -d-o 
3397  -d-i 
3403  -d-ion 
3409  -d-i 
3427  -d-i 
3434  -d-eon 
3507  -d-io 
3572  -d-i 
3576  -dio 
3583  -d-i 
3591  -d-io 
3616  -d-io 
3649  -d-ion 
3657  -d-iq 


M 

2818  -d-eo 
2647  -d-i 
2676  -d  -inn 
2679  -d-i 
2681  -d-iun 
2700  -d-i 
2724  - d-iun 
2731  d-io 
2751  -d-io 
2754  -d-iun 
2763  -d-io 
2776  -d-iun 
2818  -d-i 
2836  -d-iun 
2838  -d-iun 
2861  -d-i 
2875  -d-i 
2888  -d 
2899  -d 
3003  -d-i 
3026  -d-io 
3036  -d-iun 
3039  -d-i 
3050  - d-i 
3053  -d 
3083  -d-iun 
3231  -d-iun 
3256  -d-iun 
3312  -d-eo 
3389  -d-io 
3397  -d-i 
3403  - d-iun 
3409  -d-i 


3507  -d-io 
3572  -d-i 
3576  -d-io 
3583  -d-i 
3591  -d-io 
3616  -d-io 
3649  -d-iun 
3657  -d-i 
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liud 


C 

3665  -d-io 
3680  - d-i 
3702  -d-io 
3710  -d-io 
3721  -d-i 
3725  -d-i 
3727  -d-ion 
3748  -d-i 
3757  -d-io 
3759  -d-eo 
3797  -d-i 
3846  -d-i 

3879  - d-i 
3887  -d-i 
3900  -d-i 
3909  -d-i 
3915  -d-io 
3920  -d-eon 
3926  -d-i 
3947  -d-i 
3961  -d-i 
3982  -d-eo 
3985  -d-i 
4016  -d-o 
4054  -d-io 
4067  -d-io 
4096  -d-ion 
4110  -d-eo 
4125  -d-i 
4135  -d-ion 
4140  -d-i 
4146  -d-io 
4148  -d-i 
4157  -d 
4164  -d-io 
4166  -d-io 

4196  -d-i 
4200  - d-io 
4241  -d-io 
4245  -d-io 
4267  -d-i 


M 

3665  -d-io 
3680  -d-io 
3702  -d-eo 
3710  -d-io 
3721  -d-i 
3725  -d-i 
3727  -d-iun 
3748  -d-i 
3757  -d-io 
3759  -d-io 
3797  -d-i 
3846  -d-i 
3860  -d-io 
3879  -d-i 
3887  -d-i 
3900  -d-i 
3909  -d-i 
3915  -d-io 
3920  -d-iun 
3926  -d-i 
3947  -d-i 


4054  -d-io 
4067  -d-i 
4096  -d-iun 
4110  -d-io 
4125  -d-i 
4135  -d-iun 
4140  -d-io 
4146  -d-io 
4148  -d-i 
4157  -d 
4164  -d-io 

4166  -d-io 

4167  -d-i 
4196  -d-i 
4200  -d-io 
4241  -d-io 
4245  -d-io 
4267  -d-i 


14 


Margerethe  Urdahl 


liud 


c 

M 

4335  -d-ion 

4335 

4341  -d-eo 

4341  -d-io 

4345  -d-eon 

4345  -d-iun 

4351  -d-ion 

4351  -d-iun 

4361  -d-i 

4361  -d-i 

4363  -d-i 

4363  -d-i 

4373  -d-i 

4373  -d-i 

4375  -d-io 

C  4375  -leod-o 

4385  -d-io 

4385  -d-io 

4464  -d-eo 

4464  -d-i 

4470  -d-eo 

4470  -d-io 

4484  -d-io 

4484  -d-io 

4626  -d-io 

4626  -d-io 

4669  -d-i 

4669  -d-i 

4680  -d-i 

4762  -d-o 

4762  -d-io 

4816  -d-i 

4816  -d-i 

4823  -d-i 

4823  -d-i 

4836  -d-i 

4836  -d-i 

4845  -d-eon 

4845  -d-iun 

4910  -d-i 

4910  -d-i 

4921  -d-eo 

4921  -d-io 

4946  -d-i 

4946  -d-i 

4973  -d-eo 

4973  -d-io 

5023  -d-io 

5023  -d-io 

5028  -d-ion 

5028  -d-iun 

5034  -d-iu 

5034  -d-iun 

5052  -d-o 

5052  -d-i 

5055  -d-i 

5055  -d-i 

5079  -d-i 

5079  -d-i 

5081  -d-io 

5081  -d-io 

5091  -d-i 

5091  -d-i 

5109  -d-i 

5109  -d-i 

5112  -d-eon 

5112  -d-iun 

5123  -d-io 

5123  -d-io 

5133  -d-i 

5133  -d-i 

5184  -d-i 

5184  -d-i 

5187  -d-i 

5187  -d-i 

5212  -d-io 

5212  -d-io 

5214  -d-i 

5214  -d-i 

5223  -d-eon 

5223  -dion 

5238  -d-i 

5238  -d-i 

5268  -d-io 

5268  -d-io 

On  certain  w-diph  thongs  in  the  Heliand. 
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liud 


C  M 

5275  -d-eon 
5283  - d-i 
5293  -d-ion 
5317  -d-on 
5321  -d-o 
5323  - d-ion 
5344  -d-i 
5372  - d-i 
5387  -d-eon 
5392  -d-io 
5404  * d-io 
5434  -d-i 
5437  -d-io 
5468  -d-ion 
5530  -d-io 
5554  -d-i 
5564  -d-i 
5571  -d-i 
5668  -d-i 
5670  - d-i 
5696  -d-i 
5708  -d-i 
5769  -d-on 
5778  -d-i 
5780  -d-i 
5793  -d-i 
5821  -d-i 
5881  -d-i 
5888  -d-on 
5891  -d-on 


Even  a  very  hasty  comparison  of  stem  and  endings  in  the 
above  list  shows  most  clearly  that  the  a-e-o- vowel  mutation  was 
not  continuous  within  the  Old  Saxon.  That  it  was  in  all  pro¬ 
bability  a  pre-Saxon  change.  Whether  it  was  Frisian  or  Fran¬ 
conian  or  both,  remains  to  be  seen.  Hence  such  examples  as 
biodan,  biudis,  liodo,  liudi ;  do  not,  as  might  be  inferred  from 
Holthausen *)  and  others1  2) ,  represent  any  phonetic  change 
within  the  language  of  this  epic.  They  indicate  rather  that  the 


1)  Altsachsische  gramm.  §  101. 

2)  Gallee  As.  gramm.  §  47,  48;  Kogel  I.F.  III. 
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parent  languages  contained  the  necessary  elements.  This  is  evi¬ 


dent  from  such  forms  as: 

(9)  gi-niodon  C  1350,  M  3275 
gi-niedon  C  3275. 
gi-niudot  M  1350. 

In  order  to  explain  this  difference  in  stem,  Heyne  (in  his 
glossary)  has  constructed  a  second  infinitive  gi-niudon.  Similar 

parallel  forms  occur  in  the  Frisian  *). 

(10)  From  Old  High  German  niot ,  Anglo-Saxon  neod, 

Frisian  niod,  niud ,  we  have  in  the  Heliand. 

niud  CM  182, 224,425, 1283, 1385, 1582,  2673, 5825  V 1283. 
niudlico  CM  210,  353,  616,  1155,  1178,  1448,  2468, 


4803,  4841,  4971,  5204. 

Old  High  German  niozan  Old  Icelandic,  njota ,  Anglo- 


Saxon,  neotan 
niotan 
M  1319. 

neotan 


Minin 

C  224,  1319,  1434,  1915,  2356,  3497,  4395,  4562, 
M  1144,  1434,  1905,  2356,  3497,  4395,  4562. 


nietan  C  1144. 
niate  M  224. 

(12)  Old  High  German  griozan ,  Anglo-Saxon,  greotan ,  Old 


Norse  grjot, 

griotan  C  4071,  4724,  5741,  5914. 
greotan  C  2997. 
griat  M  4071  2). 
greatan  M  2997. 

(13)  From  the  Old  High  German,  fir-griozan  (=  rub  to 
pieces),  we  have  grioz ,  Anglo-Saxon,  greot. 
qriot  C  1821,  5824,  1721. 
greot  C  1373,  2633,  M  1373,  1821,  2633. 


griet  C  5532. 

gritum  M  1721  probably  for  griotum. 

(14)  Gothic  giutan,  Old  High  German,  giozan,  Anglo-baxon 

geotan. 

giotan  C  4641. 

geotan  M  4641.  _ _ _ _ _ _ 


1)  See  Richthofen,  Altfriesisches  worterbuch  [niodon  in  R.S.W., 

niudon  in  B.E.F.H.).  .  .  ,  f  i*  re_ 

2)  In  line  4071,  we  notice  the  Old  Saxon  equivalent  for  the  ie 

duplicated  form,  Gothic  gaigrot. 
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(15)  Old  High  German  fliozan,  Anglo-Saxon  fleotan ,  Fri¬ 
sian  fliata. 

fliotan  C  M  3916. 
fiiutid  C  M  758. 

(16)  Old  High  German  hliozan ,  Anglo-Saxon  hleotan ,  Old 
Saxon  *hliotan. 

hleotad  C  5479. 

Before  final  s: 

(1)  Gothic  driusan ,  Anglo-Saxon  dreosan. 
driosat  C  4328. 

dreosat  M  4328. 

(2)  Goth,  kiusan ,  O.H.G.  kiosan. 
kiosan  C  1931,  3139,  M  3139. 
keosan  C  3406,  M  3406. 
kiesen  C  223. 

kiasan  M  223. 
kiusit  C  M  1807,  2458. 

(3)  O.H.G.  firliosan,  Fries,  urliasa. 
for-liosan  C  1912,  M  1912,  4057. 
far-leosan  M  1572,  1733. 

r  far-liesan  C  1572,  1733,  4057. 

(4)  Old  High  German  niusen ,  niusian ,  Anglo-Saxon  neo- 
san,  neosian. 

niuson  C  M  1075. 
niusian  C  4660. 
niusien  M  4660. 

Stems  with  final  s  +  consonant: 

(1)  Anglo-Saxon,  breost,  Old  Icelandic,  brjost. 
briost  C  174,  292,  474,  606,  614,  666,  690,  723,  831, 
1313,  1750,  1756,  2203,  2371,  2461,  2469,  2474,  2738,  3161, 

3262,  3294,  3472,  3499,  3542,  3862,  4033,  4602,  4611,  466l! 

4711,  4856,  4872,  5006,  5042,  5100,  5390,  5325,  5466,  5686^ 
5828,  5953,  M  614,  666,  690,  723,  1303,  4856. 

breost  C  1449,  M  174,  292,  474,  606,  831,  1449,  1750, 
1756,  2371,  2461,  2469,  2474,  2738,  3161,  3262,  3294,  3499, 

3542,  3862,  4033,  4602,  4661,  4872,  5001,  5006,  5042,  5100 

V  1313. 

briest  C  5001. 


0 
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Briefly  stated  the  manuscripts  agree  on  the  spelling  of 
the  word  seven  times  (six  times  io  and  once  eo).  Moreover  in 
line  1313,  where  C  and  M  agree  on  the  io,  V  uses  eo,  whic 
may  perhaps  be  regarded  as  the  orthography  of  the  original. 
(2)  Anglo-Saxon  piastre,  Fris.  thiustere,  tjostera,  Low 

German  duster,  Modern  German  duster, 

thiustri  C  M  2140,  2145,  3386,  3601,  3b42,  43o9,  443  , 

4630,  4668,  4911,  5169,  5287,  5416,  5627,  M  3611. 

thiestre  C  3610. 

Stems  with  spirant  h  or  h  +  consonant. 

(1)  Gothic  tiuhan,  Old  High  German  ziohan,  Anglo-Saxon, 

teon. 

tiuhid  C  M  2631. 
tiuh  C  3203. 
teoh  M  3203. 

(21  Gothic  Uuhap ,  Old  High  German  hold ,  leoht ,  held, 
Anglo-Saxon  leoht,  Fris.  liaht.  In  M  lioht  is  the  regular  form 
throughout.  In  C  lioht  and  leoht  occur  side  by  side  as  far  as 
3700 8  in  the  ratio  56  :  20.  In  the  last  2300  lines  hold  is 

the  rule. 


lioht 


leoht 


C 

199  -io1) 

337  -io 
372  -io 
391  -io 
397  * io-e 

470  -io 


647  -io-e 
662  -io-a 

856  -io 
881  -io-e 


M 

199  -io 

337  -io 
372  -io 
391  -io 
397  -io-a 
466  -io-a 
470  -io 
578  -io 
626  -io 
647  -io-e 
662  -io-o 
771  -io 
856  -io 
881  -io-a 


C 

290  -eo-u 


M 

290  -eo-u 


466  -eo-a 

578  -eo 
626  -eo 


111  -eo 


1)  The  exact  form  of  the  diphthong  plus  the  ending  has  been  given 
in  each  case  for  the  sake  of  accuracy. 
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lioht 


1  eoht 


c 

M 

1211  -io-e 

886  -io 

946  -io 
1211  -io-a 

1331  -io 

1331  -io 

1391  -io 

1391  -io 

1404  -io-e 

1406  -io 
1404  -io-e 

1405  -io 

1405  -io 

1427  -io-e 

1427  -io-e 

1548  -io-e 

1548  -io-e 

1772  -io-e 

1626  -io-e 
1708  -io 

1772  -io-e 

1912  -io-e 

1799  -io 
1912  -io-e 

1920  -io 

1920  -io 

2063  -[io-e] 

2063  -io-e 

2083  -io 

2083  -io 

2138  -io 

2138  -io 

2148  -io 

2148  -io 

2218  -io 

2358  -io 

2358  -io 

2537  -io 

2597  -io 

2597  -io 

2601  -io 

2601  -io 

2618  -io 

2601  -io 

2625  -io-era 

2625  -io-ora 

2646  -io 

2646  -io 

2731  -io 

2731  -io 

2754  -io-o 

2754  -ia-o 

2796  -io 

2796  -io 

2816  -io 

2816  -io 

2875  -io 

2875  -io 

2903  -io 

2908  -io 

3050  -io 

3050  -io 

3058  -io 

3058  -io 

308 1  -io-o 

3081  -io-o 

3090  -[io-e] 

3090  -io-o 

3106  -io 

3106  -io 

3134  -io 

3124  -io-e 
3134  -io 

3144  -io 

3144  -io 

3266  -io 

3266  -io 

C  M 

886  -eo 
946  -eo 


1406  -eo 


1626  -eo-e 
1708  -eo 

1799  -eo 


8124  -io-a 


2* 
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C 


3409  -io-on 
3449  -io 
3457  -io-e 
3486  -io-e 
3531  -io-e 


3583  -io 

3584  -io-es 


3616  -io 
3636  -io 
3653  -io. 
3657  -io-es 
3662  -io 

3909  -io-on 
3924  -io 
4006  -io 
4009  -io 
4034  -io-e 
4036  -io-o 
4054  -io 
4104  -io-e 
4232  -io-o 
4241  -io 
4252  -io 
4288  -io-es 
4351  -io-e 
4361  -io-es 
4385  -io-e 
4450  -io 
4527  -io 
4573  -io 
4585  -io-e 
4626  -io-e 
4638  -io-o 
4643  -io 


M 

3356  - io 
3324  -io 
3380  -io-e 
3409  -io-on 


3531  -io-e 
3551  -io-es 

3576  -io-es 

3577  -io 

3583  -io 

3584  -io-es 
3591  -io-es 
3599  -io 
3616  -io 
3636  -io 
3653  -io 
3657  -io-es 
3662  -io 
3669  -io 
3909  -io-on 
3924  -io 


4034  -io-e 
4036  -io-o 
4054  -io 
4104  -io-e 
4232  -io-e 
4241  -io 
4252  -io 
4288  -io-es 
4351  -io-e 
4361  -io-es 
4385  -io-e 
4450  -io 
4527  -io 
4573  -io 
4585  -io-e 
4626  -io-e 
4638  -io-o 
4643  -io 


C 

3356  -eo 
3324  -eo 
3380  -eo-e 


3591  -eo-es 
3599  -eo 


3669  -eo 
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lioht 


leoht 


C 


M 


C 


M 


4669  -io 
4756  -io 
4813  -io 

4909  -io 

4910  -io-e 
5016  -io-e 
5055  -io 
5086  -io 
5268  -io 


4669  -io 
4756  -io 
4813  -io 

4909  -io 

4910  -io-e 
5016  -io-e 
5055  -io 
5086  -io 
5268  -io 


5392  -io-o 
5425  -io-e 
5434  -io 
5451  -io-e 
5605  -io 
5625  -io 
5632  -io 
5695  -to 
5702  -io 
5769  -io-e 
5772  -io 
5782  -to 
5808  -io 
5908  -io 

The  one  example  leohtu  C  M  290,  is  unimportant  except 

in  so  far  as  it  suggests  the  existence  of  an  eo  form  in  the 
original. 

(3)  Corresponding  to  Gothic  liuhtjcm,  Old  High  German 
liuhten,  we  find  in  Old  Saxon  the  denominative, 
liuhtan  M  635,  3126,  3667,  C  3126,  3667. 
luhtian  C  2607  (for  liuhtian). 
liohtian  M  2607. 
leohtan  C  635. 

Stems  with  a  final  guttural. 

(1)  Gothic  sinks,  O.  H.G.  stole,  Ags.  seoc,  Fris.  siak,  siek, 
0.  Ic.,  sjukr. 

sioc  C  2097,  5753,  M  4428. 

seoc  C  2222,  2296,  2319,  2326,  2328,  4327,  4428,  M 
2097,  2296,  2328,  4327. 
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siak  M  2319,  2326. 
siec  C  3974. 

(2)  0.  H.  G.  triogan,  treogan ,  triugan,  0.  Saxon  bi-driugan. 

From  this,  we  have  the  verbal  noun. 
dreogerias  M  3818. 
driegerios  0  3818. 

(3)  Gothic  liugan,  O.H.G.  liojan,  Ags.  leogan,  Fns.  Imga. 

Hogan  C  2778. 

Hagan  M  2778. 

Stems  ending  in  labials. 

(1)  Gothic  liufs,  O.H.G.  liob,  Ags.  leob.  In  the  Old  Saxon, 
the  substantive,  adjective,  and  adverb  show  a  like  varia  l(*n 
the  root  vowel  and  may  therefore,  for  the  purposes  of  this 

discussion,  be  classed  together. 

liob  C  485,  492,  497,  626,  740,  784  821  ! 932  984, 
1122  1166  1258  1286,  1332,  1550,  1558,  1681,  1727,  1861, 

2l7o'  2209'  2283  2394,  2697,  2796,  2830,  3053,  3149,  3322, 

S  S  S  7S.  1162,  (4986),  5016,  5028,  5025,  5530, 

KX  V  M381,  485  492,  *  W 
qoo  qc»3  934  1122,  1166,  1332,  1458,  1558,  1681,  >  ’ 

X,  »»  3M8.  3759,  4600,  4655  ,  4162,  4934,  4986, 

5016,  5025,  5028,  P  994,  984.  a^hci  \\  J07  1977 

leob  C  993  1277,  1458,  1683,  1828,  4070,  M  497,  1  , 

1542,  S  1727,  lUi,  2170,  2283,  2697,  2796,  2830,  3244, 

3307’  Vef'cm,  1542,^2702,  3244,  3307,  4683,  4699,  1774, 

5028,  5636. 

liaf  M  4070,  4774.  „.f 

It  is  important  to  notice  that  while  leob  occurs  fifteen 

times  in  M  and  six  times  in  0,  the  manuscripts  agree  on  this 

spelling  only  in  line  1277.  Three  of  the  examples  of  eo  in  H 

have  a  lieb  as  corresponding  form  in  C.  The  others  have 

regularly. 

(2)  0.  H.  G.,  tiufal,  tiofal,  Ags.  deofol,  0.  Saxon. 
diubal  C  M  1366,  2274,  2480,  4442. 

(3)  Gothic  piufs  0.  H.  G.  (hob,  Ags.  }lof,  Fris  thiaf^ 
thiof  C  4359,  3745,  4911,  5400,  o416,  M  4359,  491  • 
theof  C  5581,  5694,  M  1044,  3745. 
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thief  C  1644. 

(4)  Gothic  hiufan,  Ags.  lieofan ,  0.  H.  G.  *hiofan. 
heoivandi  C  M  4027. 

hiowwandi  C  5514. 

(5)  0.  H.  G.  louffan,  hlouffan,  Ags.  hleapan.  Originally  a 
reduplicating  verb  it  became  in  the  0.  Saxon  subject  to  the 
later  vowel  gradation  (ablaut).  Hence  the  preterite  of  a-hlopan 
appears  in  the  Heliand  as: 

a-hliopun  M  4855. 
a-hliepen  C  4855. 

(6)  Similarly  the  preterite  of  hropan  became: 
hriop  M  3364,  3568,  3651,  3645,  3656,  4096. 

hreop  C  3561?  3568,  3570,  3645,  3651,  3656,  4096,  4860, 
5327,  5481,  5633,  5653,  M  3561,  3570. 

(7)  Gothic  wopjan ,  0.  H.  G.  wuoffan ,  Ags.  wepan,  Prete¬ 
rite,  Goth,  waiwop  >  we(w)op  or  wiop. 

wiop  C  736,  1307,  M  736,  744,  1307. 

weop  M  5004. 

wiep  C  744,  5004,  5921. 

(8)  O.  H.  G.,  hiufo,  0.  S.,  hiopo,  hiopon  C  M  1744. 

Stems  containing  later  diphthongs. 

By  this  name  we  would  designate  the  diphthongs  arising 
from  the  fusion  of  two  vowels  or  their  contraction  into  one  as 
opposed  to  the  regularly  developed  representative  of  the  Teu¬ 
tonic  diphthong  in  the  Old  Saxon.  Among  these  we  find  the 
following  without  final  consonant: 

(1)  Gothic,  aiws,  0.  H.  G.,  ewa ,  Ags.  ce  or  aiv  appears 
in  the  0.  Saxon  as  eo  or  eo  (=  law).  The  ms.  C  has  the 
later  eo  only  in  line  5320.  Otherwise  eu  is  found.  M  however, 
has  ~o  in  lines  1432,  1446,  1476,  1503,  1528,  3396,  3859, 
4466,  4553,  5058,  eu  1387,  3845. 

The  particles  eo,  io,  gio,  are  very  closely  related  to 
this  in  form.  But  their  value  and  frequency  have  been  so 
thoroughly  discussed  by  Behaghel,  Jellinek,  Gallee,  and  others 
that  further  enumeration  and  study  would  be  superfluous  here. 

More  important  is  the  fact  that  the  second  person 
plural  of  the  pronoun  frequently  occurs  at  the  beginning  of  M 
as  eu,  elsewhere  almost  without  exception  in  both  texts  as  iu. 
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Holthausen  *)  sees  in  the  language  a  tendency  to  lengthen 
final  vowels  in  accented  syllables,  also  to  shorten  the  first  of 
two  vowels,  resulting  from  the  loss  of  a  medial  u.  This  accounts 
for  the  forms  eo ,  iu ,  io,  iuu ,  as  also  for  seo,  seu ,  hreo ,  hreu 
instead  of  seo  and  hreo  but  does  not  explain  the  parallel  foims 
hreo,  hreu.  Nor  does  the  statement1  2)  that  final  w  has  become 
o  except  in  a  few  cases  where  a  medial  semi-vowel  has  influen¬ 
ced  the  sound,  give  a  final  explanation  for  the  occurrence  of 
these  forms. 

(2)  Gothic  hraiwa,  0.  H.  G.  hreo,  Ags.  hrcew,  hrd, 
hreo  C  2180,  5731,  5792,  5901,  M  2180,  4101,  4078. 
hreu  C  4078,  4101. 

(3)  Gothic  hlijans ,  hleo  M  1124.  hlea  C  1124. 

(4)  Gothic  kniu ,  0.  H.  G.  chniu,  chneo.  The  medial-con¬ 
sonant  h  C  5951 ,  is  generally  supposed  to  be  the  remnant  of 
the  Teutonic  w  in  this  stem. 

kneo  3)  C  M  672,  982. 
knio  C  4745,  5502,  M  4745. 
kneohon  C  5951. 

(5)  Gothic  saiws ,  0.  H.  G.,  seo,  sew,  Ags.  see. 

seo  C  1152,  1821,  2629  ,  2909,  2922,  2947,  3110,  3201, 
M  2619,  2909,  2898,  2906,  2922,  2947,  3201,  3210,  4315. 
seu  C  2243,  2898,  2906,  4315. 

(6)  Gothic  snaiws,  0.  H.  G.  sneo,  Ags.  snaw. 
sneo  C  3128. 

snew  M  3128. 

(7)  Gothic  triggws ,  0.  H.  G.  triuwi,  Ags.  treowe, 
triuuuiston  C  M  3517. 

treu  C  M  1251,  1268,  1272,  4492,  4622,  4828. 

(8)  Ags.  treow ,  Fris.  tre,  Norse  tre. 
trio  C  1707,  M  (?) 

treo  C  5554. 

(9)  The  exact  origin  of  skio  is  unknown.  It  was 

probably  not  originally  hi -syllabic  but  in  its  present  form, 
i.  e.  without  final  consonant,  it  deserves  mention  in  this  para¬ 
graph.  _ _ _ _ 


1)  Holthausen,  0.  Saxon  Gramm.  §  107,  108. 

2)  Holthausen  ibid.  §  167. 

3)  Compare  Holthausen,  0.  Saxon  Gramm.  §  83. 
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Ags.  sceo,  0.  Ic.  skj, 
sJcio  M  655,  4289. 
skeo  C  655,  4289. 

(10)  Gothic  saiwala,  0.  H.  G.  seula ;  sela ,  Ags.  sdivl,  sawul. 
seola  C  1864,  1866,  1906,  1911,2083,2536,  2808,3301, 

3353,  3357,  3538,  3832,  4060,  4659,  5428,  5692,  5701,  M  1864, 
1866,  1906,  1911,  2083,  2808,  3538,  3832,  4659. 
siola  M  3301,  3353,  3357,  4060. 

(11)  O.H.G.  gruwison ,  gruson ,  0.  Saxon  griolico  C  M  5152. 

(12)  O.H.G.  dio-lihho,  deo-lihho,  from  Gothic  pius,  piwi 
becomes  in  the  0.  Saxon 

thiolico  C  1111,  1119,  15174,  3221,  3537,  4207,  M  1111, 
1119,  3221. 

theolico  M  99,  1574,  3537,  4207. 
thiulico  C  99. 

Diphthong  followed  by  a  nasal. 

(1)  0.  H.  G.,  dionon,  Gothic  piunon,  a  denominative  from 
plus,  piwa  (=  servant). 

thionon  C  516,  789,  1110,  1119,  1145,  1188,  1472,  1636, 
1659,  1686,  2033,  2767,  2980,  3221,  3283a,  3283b,  3535, 
3537,  3603,  4442,  4465,  M  108,  178,  506,  516,  789,  862,  1110, 
1119,  1171,  1188,  1418,  1472,  1666,  2033,  2767,  2980,  3221, 
3283a,  3283  b,  3535,  4207,  4442,  4459,  4465. 

theonon  C  108,  178,  M  1140,  1636,  1659,  1686,  3537, 

3603. 

thienon  C  506,  862,  1171,  1418,  1666,  4207,  4459. 

(2)  An  abstract  noun  from  the  same  stem  appears  in  the 
0.  Saxon  as 

thionost  C  2905,  M  118,  2905. 
theonost  C  118. 

(3)  Ags.  teona ,  Fris.  tiana  (=  crime). 

tionon  C  732,  1016,  2489,  2680,  5291,  M  732,  1016. 
teonon  C  2680. 
gitiunean  C  M  1812. 

(4)  0.  H.  G.  sniumo,  Ags.  sneome,  Gothic  sniumundo.  A 
parallel  form  slunig ,  appears  in  the  0.  H.  G.,  and  as  a  result 
we  have  in  the  Heliand: 

sniumo  C  137,  776,  1014,  2334,  4666,  5929,  M  776, 
2334,  4616,  4666,  4805. 
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sliumo  M  137,  1014. 
sniomo  C  4805. 
sni(u)mo  C  4616. 

(5)  0.  H.  G.  siun,  gisiuni ,  Gothic  siuns. 
siuni  C  M  152,  1479,  1484,  1706. 

gisiun  C  3166,  3642,  5450,  5454, 5872,  5878,  M  1710,  3642. 
ansiun  C  5807. 
gision  M  3166. 
giseon  C  1710. 

(6)  0.  H.  G.  striunan,  Ags.  streonan ,  gestreon, 
gi-striuni  C  M  1721. 

striunian  C  5666. 

(7)  Ags.  leoma ,  Gothic  laahmuni,  0.  Ic.  Ijome. 

Homo  C  M  3126,  3698.  ' 

(8)  0.  H.  G.,  riomo,  Ags.  reoma. 
reomon  M  940. 

riemon  C  940. 

Final  Nasal  plus  Consonant. 

(1)  Gothic  fijands ,  Ags.  feond ,  0.  Ic.  fiandi ,  0.  H.  G.  fiant , 
fijand ,  vigand.  0.  Saxon  has  two  forms: 

fiond  C  1012,  1056,  1061,  1100,  1340,  1365,  1437,  1451, 
1454,  1460,  1467,  1648,  1872,  1875,  1883,  1904,  2274,  2282, 

2364,  2458,  2512,  2544,  2556,  2694,  2810,  2924,  3597,  3604, 

3695,  3881,  3936,  3991,  4116,  4210,  4422,  4494,  4607,  4612, 

4657,  4663,  4812,  4874,  4881,  4928,  4968,  4972,  5116,  5118, 

5134,  5163,  5353,  5443,  5490,  5638,  5703. 

fiund  C  28,  52,  1064,  1115,  1216,  M  715,  1012,  1056, 
1061,  1064,  1100,  1115,  1216,  1340,  1365,  1437,  1451,  1454, 

1460,  1467,  1648,  1875,  1883,  1904,  2274,  2282,  2364,  2458, 

251 2,  2694,  2810,  2924,  3604,  3597,  3695,  3881,  3936,  4116, 

4210,  4422,  4494,  4607,  4612,  4657,  4663,  4812,  4874,  4881, 

4928,  4968,  4972,  5116,  5118,  5134,  5163,  P  1340. 
fiendan  C  715. 
feond  M  1872. 

A  similar  confusion  in  the  spelling  of  this  word  may  be 
seen  in  the  Frisian.  Here  the  western  dialects,  represented  by 
the  Riistringer,  Schwarzenberg,  and  Westerlauer  manuscripts 
have  the  form  fiand  while  the  eastern  texts  use  only  fiund. 
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(2)  Gothic  frijonds  has  been  preserved  in  the  Old  High 
German  in  but  one  form,  friunt  and  this  also  appears  in  both 

manuscripts  of  the  0.  Saxon  epic. 

friund  C  322,  800,  1136,  1451,  1493,  1497,  2725,  3041, 
3274,  4952,  5358,  5367,  M  322,  800,  1136,  1451,  1493,  1497, 
2292,  2725,  3041,  3274,  4952. 
friond  C  2292. 

As  in  the  case  of  fiund,  the  Frisian  dialects  have  also  here 

two  forms,  friund  and  friond : 

P  59,  1;  123,  15;  59,  15;  118,  11;  25,  10;  53,  29;  67, 
13;  118,  28;  123,  29;  540,  1532  etc.,  W  57,  26;  25,  9  etc., 
S  502,  18  etc. 

Stems  with  final  r. 

(1)  O.H.G.  diorna,  O.  Ic.  fierna,  Gothic  probably  *[nivairna 
(=  thralls  daughter). 

thiorm  C  253,  314,  319,  436,  442,  508,  665,  706,  713, 
777,  802,  806,  1998,  2029,  2745,  2764,  2783,  2789,  M  253, 
314,  319,  360,  436,  442,  502,  665,  706,  713,  777,  802,  806, 
1998,  2029,  2745,  2764,  2783,  2789. 
thiernun  C  360. 

“  therna  C  502. 

(2)  Ags.  hleor,  O.  Ic.  hlyr. 
hleor  M  5115. 

hlier  C  4878,  5115. 
hlear  M  4878. 

(3)  0.  H.  G.  fur,  fyur  from  the  older  fuir  (fugir),  North 
Franc,  fjor,  New  Franc,  fjoer,  0.  Ic.  fyr,  Ags.  fyr.  0.  Saxon 
has  one  form. 

ftur  C  M  1954,  2144,  2460,  2572,  2602,  2639,  3079,  3383, 
3395,  3604,  3698,  4282,  4366,  4372,  4374,  4220,  4441,  4812, 
4944,  4966. 

(4)  Gothic  fidwor  *),  0.  H.  G.  fior.  The  Old  Saxon  forms 
of  this  numeral  point  to  an  earlier  stage  in  the  development 
of  language  than  the  Old  High  German  which  has  lost  all 
traces  of  the  original  medial  consonant. 

fiuwar  M  1190,  4084,  4133. 

1)  Teutonic  dw  in  a  medial  position  became  ww  >  w  which  gra- 
dually  disappeared  between  vowels. 
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fiuuar  C  513,  1190,  4084,  4133. 

fior  C  9,  16,  32,  M  513. 

fiuuartig  C  450,  1061,  M  1061. 

fiartig  M  450. 

fiortig  C  M  1053. 

Here  neither  manuscript  shows  any  uniformity  or  ten¬ 
dency  toward  it.  The  variations  peculiar  to  all  the  Frisian  4) 
texts  appear  in  each  and  indicate  even  more  clearly  than  the 
examples  mentioned  above  the  influence  of  these  forms  upon 
the  manuscript  of  the  Heliand. 

(5)  0.  H.  G.  tiuri,  0.  Ic.  dgrr,  0.  Franc,  diore,  Ags. 
deore. 

diurie  C  M  27,  1198,  1845,  3286,  3763,  4563,  4579, 
4931,  5889. 

diurian  C  M  83,  418,  1571,  2228,  2966,  3319,  3584, 
3722,  3729. 

diurida  C  M  490,  2140,  4250,  4338,  4414,  4439,  4514, 
4646,  4765. 

diurlic  C  255,  883,  961,  967,  988,  1005,  1592,  1790,  2797, 
3046,  3066,  3167,  3333,  3994,  4507,  4698,  4751,  4909,  5735, 
5806,  5909,  M  225,  883,  961,  967,  988,  1592,  1790,  2797, 
3046,  3066,  3167,  3333,  4507,  P  988. 

diorlic  P  961,  967,  1005. 

(6)  0.  H.  G.  ungahiuriy  unhiuri,  Ags.  hyre,  heore,  0.  Ic. 

hyrr. 

unhiuri  C  1076,  5443,  M  1076. 

In  the  above  the  different  forms  of  the  w-diphthong  in  the 
Heliand  have  been  arranged  so  as  to  facilitate  a  detailed  com¬ 
parison  of  the  manuscripts.  The  agreements  and  disagreements 
have  also  been  pointed  out.  We  notice  that  very  few  words 
have  acquired  a  stereotyped  form  in  the  Old  Saxon.  Even  those 
which  occur  most  frequently  have  usually  several  forms,  for 
example,  thiod,  theod ;  ihied}  thiud ,  liudi ,  liodi ,  leodi,  and  it  is 
to  account  for  this  and  similar  variations  that  the  different 
theories  regarding  the  language  and  home  of  the  manuscripts 
have  been  developed  and  elaborated.  The  forms  of  the  simple 


1)  Western  It.  W.  Sr .  Jiwer,  Jioiver,  Jior,  Jiuwertig,  Jiortig. 
Eastern  B.  E.  H.  F Jiwer,  Jior,  Jiuwertig,  jiortig. 
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asservative  particle  convinced  Behaghel  x)  and  others1  2)  that 
Monacensis  was  the  work  of  a  number  of  scribes.  For  the 
same  copyist  would  not  consistently  use  io  as  far  as  line  1324, 
and  then  suddenly  use  eo  just  as  carefully  in  the  following  600 
lines  only.  But  as  Gallee  contested3),  the  form  of  any  one 
particle  is  not  necessarily  indicative  of  the  vowel  sound  of 
a  section,  nor  does  it  determine  a  section.  Jellinek4)  has 
in  turn  tried  to  prove  that  BehaghePs  second  section  deserves 
special  attention  since  even  the  stem  forms  show  a  preference 
for  the  eo  diphthong.  In  his  zeal,  he  enlarges  Behaghels 
Sec.  II  without  reference  to  paragraph  or  contents  and  secures 
a  section  (1419 — 2127)  where  the  eo  forms  predominate,  not  in 
the  ratio  of  18  :  0  as  the  form  of  the  particle  indicated  but 
in  the  ratio  of  48  :  27  5)  or  less  than  2:1.  But  even  this 
change  in  the  ratios  and  numbers  loses  its  importance  when 
the  examples  are  examined  in  detail  and  compared  with  those 
of  the  other  manuscript.  That  leof  (1550),  liof  (1558),  theod 
(1764),  thiod  (1773),  theonon  (1659),  thionon  (1666)  occur  almost 
side  by  side  is  significant  in  itself.  But  that  similar  changes 
appear  in  the  Cottonian  in  this  section,  that  the  ratio  of  liofy 
leof  in  Monacensis  is  5:4  and  in  the  Cotlonian  4:3  is  almost 
too  significant,  for  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  M  has  four  eo  forms 
and  C  has  three  (in  Jellinek’s  section),  (see  below),  they  have 
none  in  common.  And  while  M  has  liof  five  times  and  C  uses 
the  same  form  four  times,  they  agree  on  only  two  of  these. 
Similar  irregularity  is  noticable  in  all  the  other  examples  ex¬ 
cept  seola  which  has  the  same  form  throughout. 


M6) 

beodan 

1419 

i 

biedan 

beodan 

1517 

biedan 

beodan 

1520 

biudan 

*  biudan 

1528 

biudan 

beodan 

1565 

biodan 

1)  Germania  31,  378. 

2)  Especially  Jellinek  P.B.B.  14,  157. 

3)  P.B.B.  13,  382. 

4)  Jellinek,  P.B.B.  14,  158. 

5)  His  numbers  are  46:25,  the  forms  lioht  1701,  2083,  theonon , 
1686,  and  Jiond,  1872,  having  been  overlooked. 

6)  Forms  in  which  M  and  C  agree  are  marked  by  an  asterisc,  and 
forms  omitted  in  Jellinek’s  list  by  f. 
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M 

C 

* breost 

1439 

breost 

breast 

1750 

briost 

breost 

1756 

briost 

*  diop 

1436 

diop 

greot 

1821 

griot 

*hiopo 

1744 

hiopo 

liof 

1458 

leof 

leof 

1542 

lief 

leof 

1550 

lief 

*  liof 

1558 

liof 

*liof 

1681 

liof 

liof 

1683 

leof 

leof 

1727 

liof 

liof 

1828 

leof 

leof 

1861 

liof 

*  lioht 

1427 

lioht 

*  lioht 

1548 

lioht 

lioht 

1626 

leoht 

-j-  lioht 

1707 

leoht 

*  lioht 

1772 

lioht 

lioht 

1799 

leoht 

*  lioht 

1912 

lioht 

*  lioht 

1920 

lioht 

*  lioht 

2063 

lioht 

*f  lioht 

2083 

lioht 

farleosan 

1572 

farliesan 

farleosan 

1733 

farliesan 

*farliosa 

1912 

farliosan 

neotan 

1434 

niotan 

neotan 

1905 

niotan 

seok 

2097 

siok 

sees 

1821 

seo 

*  seola 

1864 

seola 

*  seola 

1866 

seola 

*  seola 

1906 

seola 

* seola 

1911 

seola 

*  seola 

2083 

seola 

*thiod 

1541 

thiod 

theod 

1728 

thiod 

theod 

1764 

thiod 

*  thiod 

1773 

thiod 

theod 

1875 

thiod 

*  thiod 

1890 

thiod 

thiod 

1994 

thied 

theof 

1644 

thief 

theolico 

1574 

thiolico 
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*  thionon 

1472 

thionon 

theonon 

1636 

thionon 

theonon 

1656 

thionon 

thionon 

1666 

thienon 

*j*  theonon 

1686 

thionon 

*  thionon 

2083 

thionon 

*  thiorna 

1998 

thiorna 

*  thiorna 

2029 

thiorna 

jiund 

1437 

Jiond 

Jiund 

1451 

Jiond 

Jiund 

1454 

Jiond 

jiund 

1460 

Jiond 

Jiund 

1467 

Jiond 

Jiund 

1648 

Jiond 

\feond 

1872 

Jiond 

Jiund 

1875 

Jiond 

Jiund 

1884 

Jiond 

Jiund 

1904 

Jiond 

Total :  69  examples,  26  agreements,  of  which  6  are  eo  and 
23  io  forms. 

M  31  eo,  27  io,  10  ia,  1  ee 
C  13  eo,  45  io,  2  ia,  9  ie. 

Within  these  700  lines,  certain  words  which  have  a  pre¬ 
ference  for  the  eo  spelling  occur  more  frequently  than  else¬ 
where  and  these  may  therefore  have  influenced  the  representation 
of  similar  sounds.  For  example,  beside  breost,  seola,  beodan, 
such  forms  as  theof,  feond,  appear  in  M  while  C  even  shows 
eo  several  times  in  lioht.  In  the  preceding  lines  (M,  1000 — 1419) 
io  forms  abound  *)  and  there  we  find  even  briost,  1313,  niotan, 
1320,  and  biodat ,  1335.  The  examples  of  the  one  word  thionon 
illustrate  this  even  better.  In  lines  1110,  1119,  1171,  and  1181, 
the  io  form  is  used,  but  in  1145  theonogean  appears,  probably 
owing  its  form  to  the  spelling  of  neotan  line  1144.  Such  a 
marked  change  in  the  representation  of  the  same  sound  within 
1000  lines  may,  it  is  true,  be  due  to  the  dialect  peculiarities 
of  several  copyists,  but  the  eo  and  io  forms  also  occur  else- 

1)  thiod  12  times,  lioht  6  times,  thionon  5  times,  liob  4  times, 
thiolico  2  times. 
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where  in  both  manuscripts  of  the  epic  in  about  the  same  pro¬ 
portion,  as  may  be  seen  from  the  following  x): 

C  M 


1—1000: 

io 

53 

io 

68 

eo 

19 

eo 

11 

ie 

19 

ia 

1 

1000— 2000 1  2): 

io 

76 

io 

57 

eo 

20 

eo 

34 

ie 

13 

ia 

- — 

2000—3000 : 

io 

80 

io 

45 

eo 

18 

eo 

31 

ie 

5 

ia 

6 

3000-4000: 

io 

77 

io 

71 

eo 

28 

eo 

27 

ie 

10 

ia 

1 

4000—5000: 

io 

87 

io 

77 

eo 

10 

eo 

16 

ie 

26 

ia 

10 

5000  —  end : 

io 

83 

io 

27 

eo 

13 

eo 

6 

ie 

7 

ia 

3 

Total: 

io 

455 

io 

345 

eo 

108 

eo 

125 

ie 

70 

ia 

21 

Hence  we  can  not  blame  one  scribe  for  the  29  eo  forms 
in  Jellinek’s  section  only  3).  For  if  eo  is  the  sign  of  dialect 
influence  here,  the  same  must  be  true  of  the  following  sections. 
The  corresponding  forms  in  C  however,  point  to  another  ex¬ 
planation. 

Professor  Collitz,  in  the  article  “The  Home  of  the  Heliand” 
(Publ.  Mod.  Lang.  Ass.  1900)  has  shown  that  the  Old  Saxon 
preserved  to  us  in  the  epic  is  not  a  peculiar  mixture  of  dialects, 
but  the  literary  language  of  the  age,  a  language  which  the 
Saxons  had  inherited  from  the  Frisians  and  Franks,  and  which 


1)  Examples  of  the  particle  have  been  omitted. 

2)  Jellinek  has  rested  his  proof  on  the  following  division: 

1000—1419:  io  30  :  32 

eo  8:5 
ie  6  :  — 

1419—2000:  io  46  :  25 

eo  13  :  29 
ie  7  :  — 


3)  Lines  1499 — 2000. 
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was  still  growing  and  changing  within  its  established  consonantal 
frame  work.  Even  within  the  Frisian,  the  older  eo  diphthong 
had  begun  to  give  way  to  the  later  io  form  and  the  very  fact 
that  the  two  are  used  side  by  side  in  the  same  text  of  the 
epic  shows  that  both  diphthongs  represented  the  same  sound 
and  were  not  systematically  distinguished  at  any  time.  Mo¬ 
reover  since  ie  and  ia  appear  as  their  equivalents,  even  the 
sound  seems  to  have  been  changing  and  uncertain.  This,  then, 
accounts  for  the  difference  between  the  manuscripts  and  also 
for  the  variations  within  each.  The  original  text  of  the  epic 
undoubtedly,  also  used  the  two  early  forms  for  the  same  sound 
and  undoubtedly  the  tendency  toward  uniformity ,  noticeable  x) 
also  in  C,  caused  those  changes  and  variations  in  the  manuscript, 
which  have  excited  so  much  comment  and  conjecture. 

The  confusion  of  the  in  diphthong  with  the  a -umlaut 
forms,  which  we  have  noticed  in  the  texts,  presents  a  more 
important  problem,  for  it  is  only  here  that  we  find  the  two 
umlauts  confused  in  this  manner.  Kogel  (Indog.  Forsch.  Ill,  289), 
has  attempted  to  account  for  these  forms  by  modifying  the  i- 
umlaut  theory.  Certain  consonants 1  2),  h,  r,  n,  l,  d,  th ,  s }  have, 
he  claims,  “a  w-hostile  sound”  and  have  therefore,  prevented 
or  perverted  the  influence  of  the  following  vowel.  This  explains 
such  forms  as  liodi ,  P  966,  leodo  C  4375,  liodio  C  2507,  liodun 
C  492,  and  the  Frisian,  liod,  liode.  But  how  is  it  possible  to 
take  it  for  granted  that  the  d  in  these  examples  differs  enti¬ 
rely  from  the  voiced  dental  in  the  288  examples  of  liud  occur¬ 
ring  in  the  C  manuscript?  A  glance  at  our  list,  page  14  and 
following,  shows  that  Kogel  has  tried  to  explain'  the  four  ex¬ 
ceptions  to  the  regular  form.  The  same  is  true  of  the  other 
examples:  diorlic  occurs  three  times  in  the  Prague  fragment, 
whereas  diurlic  is  the  only  form  in  the  other  manuscripts: 
geseon  C  1710  and  gisioni  M  3166  are  the  only  exceptions  to 
the  regular  form  gisiun  in  the  Heliand,  and  these  certainly  do 
not  prove  any  phonetic  rule  concerning  final  consonants.  The 
exact  relation  of  the  diphthong  to  the  following  vowel  can  be 
seen  most  clearly  from  this  table. 

1)  Notice  thied ,  lines  4489,  4593  etc. 

2)  Both  Jellinek  and  Gallee,  P.B.B.  suggest  a  possible  influence 
of  the  following  consonants  upon  the  diphthong,  but  drow  no  con¬ 
clusions. 
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io 

eo 

ie 

iu 

thiod 

C 

110 

26 

36 

5 

M 

117 

20 

6  ia 

3 

biodan 

C 

7 

— 

1 

6 

M 

5 

4 

— 

5 

biod 

C 

— 

— 

1 

— 

M 

1 

— 

— 

" 

liodan 

C 

1 

— 

— 

— 

M 

1 

— 

- - 

liud 

C 

2 

2 

— 

288 

M 

— 

— 

— 

247 

niodan 

C 

1 

— 

1 

19 

lead 

niud 

M 

1 

— 

— — 

20 

niotan 

C 

8 

— 

1 

— 

M 

1 

7 

1 

- 

griotan 

C 

7 

3 

1 

— 

griot 

M 

— 

3  ea 

1 

giotan 

C 

1 

— 

— 

— 

M 

— 

1 

Jliotan 

C 

1 

— 

— 

1 

M 

1 

— 

- 

1 

hliotan 

C 

— 

1 

— 

— 

M 

— 

— 

— 

' 

tioJian 

C 

— 

— 

— 

2 

M 

— 

1 

- - 

1 

lioht 

C 

100 

21 

— 

2 

M 

101 

1 

1  ia 

3 

siok 

C 

2 

7 

1 

— 

M 

1 

4 

2 

— 

Hogan 

C 

1 

— 

— 

— 

M 

— 

— 

1  ia 

driog 

C 

— 

— 

1 

— 

M 

— 

1 

*'  ' 

liof 

C 

41 

6 

10 

— 

M 

31 

15 

2 

1 ' 

diufal 

C 

— 

— 

— 

3 

M 

— 

- — 

— 

3 
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10 

eo 

ie 

iu 

ahliop 

C 

— 

— 

1 

— 

M 

1 

— 

— 

• 

hriop 

C 

— 

11 

2 

— 

M 

6 

2 

— 

— 

wiop 

C 

2 

— 

3 

— 

M 

2 

1 

— 

hiowandi 

C 

1 

1 

— 

— 

M 

— 

1 

— 

— 

thiof 

C 

5 

2 

1 

— 

M 

2 

2 

— 

— 

seola 

C 

— 

17 

— 

— 

M 

4 

9 

— 

— 

griolico 

C 

1 

— 

— 

— 

M 

1 

— 

— 

— 

thiolico 

C 

6 

— 

— 

1 

M 

3 

4 

— 

— 

thionun 

C 

21 

2 

7 

— 

M 

24 

6 

— 

— 

thionost 

C 

1 

1 

— 

— 

M 

2 

— 

— 

— 

tionon 

C 

5 

— 

— 

1 

M 

2 

1 

— 

1 

scion 

C 

— 

2 

— 

— 

M 

2 

— 

— 

— 

sniumo 

C 

— 

1 

— 

6 

M 

— 

— 

— 

7 

siun 

C 

— 

1 

— 

11 

gisiuni 

M 

1 

— 

— 

6 

striunan 

C 

— 

— 

— 

2 

M 

— 

— 

— 

1 

liomo 

C 

2 

— 

— 

— 

M 

2 

— 

— 

— 

riomo 

C 

— 

— 

1 

— 

M 

— 

1 

— 

— 

Jiond 

C 

55 

— 

1 

5 

M 

— 

1 

— 

50 

friond 

C 

1 

— 

— 

12 

M 

— 

— 

— 

11 

3* 
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io 

eo 

ie 

iu 

thiorna 

C 

18 

— 

1 

— 

M 

19 

— 

— 

— 

eorid 

C 

— 

— 

1 

— 

M 

— 

1 

— 

— 

hlior 

C 

— 

— 

2 

— 

M 

— 

2 

lea 

— 

jiur 

C 

— 

— 

— 

20 

M 

— 

— 

— 

20 

fi°r 

C 

4 

— 

— 

6 

jiortig 

M 

2 

— 

1  ia 

4 

diur 

C 

— 

— 

— 

48 

diurlic 

M 

— 

— 

— 

40 

unhiuri 

C 

— 

— 

— 

2 

M 

— 

— 

— 

1 

briost 

C 

41 

1 

1 

— 

M 

6 

27 

— 

— 

driosat 

C 

1 

— 

— 

— 

M 

— 

1 

— 

— 

forliosan 

C 

1 

— 

3 

— 

M 

2 

2 

— 

— 

kiosan 

C 

2 

1 

1 

2 

M 

1 

1 

1  (ia) 

2 

thiustri 

C 

— 

— 

— 

14 

M 

— 

— 

— 

15 

niusan 

C 

— 

— 

— 

2 

M 

— 

— 

— 

2 

Usually  iu  and  io ,  eo,  ie,  ia  alternate  only  within  the 
present  tense  of  the  verbs  belonging  to  the  Teutonic  iu- grada¬ 
tion  series ;  e.  g.  fliotan ,  fiiutid ,  kiosan ,  kiusid  etc.  In  line  3203 
where  C  has  used  tiuh  as  an  imperative  in  place  of  the  regular 
teoh ,  we  have  but  one  of  the  many  examples  in  language  where 
the  second  person  of  the  present  has  influenced  the  imperative 
form.  In  the  denominatives  liuhtian  and  gitiunean ,  we  have 
the  regularly  developed  forms  from  the  Teutonic  adjective  stems. 
The  forms  liolntean  M  2606  and  leohtan  C  635  may  be  later 
denominatives  or  else  they  owe  their  form  to  the  preceding 
lioht,  leoht. 
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The  two  forms  of  the  numerals  four  and  forty  represent, 
not  an  umlaut  form  but  the  result  of  the  combination  of  vowel 
plus  the  Teutonic  consonants  ddw.  Within  the  texts  we  still 
have  the  forms  which  show  this  transition  clearly.  Gothic  fidwor 
becomes,  according  to  the  rule  regarding  the  assimilation  of 
consonants,  fiuwor  or  fiuwar ,  or  with  the  loss  of  medial  J)  w, 
fior.  The  former  is  usually  a  weak  stem,  the  latter,  strong 
and  declinable.  In  the  Frisian 1  2),  similar  forms  occur,  but  the 
confusion  of  the  two  forms  in  both  eastern  and  western  texts 
simply  confirms  our  theory  regarding  their  relation  to  the 
Saxon. 

The  one  example,  friond  C  2292  is  clearly  an  exception 
to  the  rule  in  the  Old  Saxon.  In  the  Frisian,  however,  ano¬ 
ther  state  of  affairs  confronts  us.  While  the  Old  High  Ger¬ 
man3 4),  the  Franconian,  and  even  the  Saxon  have  only  one 
form  for  this  word,  the  Frisian  texts  contain  two  distinct  forms 
as  follows: 

friond,  *)  R  59,  1;  123,  15;  7,  8;  59,  15;  118,  11;  25,  10; 
53,  29;  67,  13;  118,  28;  123,  29;  540,  1,  32;  43,  26;  121,  23; 
122,  1;  69,  33;  116,  6;  23,  10.  —  W  57,  26;  25,  9;  43,  28; 
7,  4;  392,  7;  411,  17.  —  S  502,  18. 

friund  E  200,  3;  6,  11;  56,  26;  185,  6;  186,  2;  187,  31; 
188,  3;  34,  11;  211,  2;  186,  28;  42  ,  30  ;  52,  32;  208,  13; 
105,  35;  196,  1,  6,  8;  34,  10;  196,  15;  208,  23;  210,  1;  211, 
1;  208,  18;  197,  2.  —  B  157,  17;  164,  12;  167,  4.  —  H  24, 
16;  329,  4;  336,  33;  328,  8;  329,  34;  336,  1;  100,  13;  329,  9; 
330,  1;  336,  9. 

And  we  can  easily  see  in  the  one  Old  Saxon  example  of 
friond  the  influence  whether  earlier  or  later  of  this  West 
Frisian  form.  More  important,  however,  for  the  study  of  the 
texts  is  the  fact  that  M  uses  only  fiund  while  C  has  fiond  with 
but  four  exceptions.  The  Vatican,  which  is  probably  a  Rheno- 
Franconian  transcription ,  has  the  corresponding  form ,  fiund 
1340.  How  can  we  explain  this  difference  ?  The  fact  that  the 
iu  form  occurs  five  times  within  the  first  1300  lines  of  C  may 

1)  Dieter  §  160,  4. 

2)  >«,«•:  R  541,  13;  W  13,  21;  385,  12;  418,  1;  S  442,  24;  fior: 

3  384,  1;  493,  5;  385,  12;  386,  32;  442,  7;  443,  29;  453,  10;  485,  34. 

3)  Hildebrandslied  C  24  friuntlaos. 

4)  See  Richthofen,  Aitfriesisches  wdrterbuch. 


38 


Margerethe  Urdahl 


possibly  indicate  that  the  scribe  producing  G,  corrected  the 
text  before  him,  substituting  his  own  dialect  for  the  regular 
form  fiund.  But  why  has  fiond  alone  undergone  this  complete 
change’  Within  C,  the  forms  occur  in  the  following  order: 
28,  52  fiund;  715  fiend;  1012,  1056,  1061,  1064  fiond;  1100, 
1115,  1216;  fiund  1340  to  end  fiond.  And  since  this  manu¬ 
script  contains  as  a  rule  the  more  accurate  and  exact  text,  it 
seems  most  probable  that  the  irregularities  recorded  above  in¬ 
dicate  in  part,  at  least,  an  uncertainty  in  sound  representation 
in  the  original.  Hence  each  scribe  would,  in  trying  to  secure 
uniformity,  make  use  of  the  spelling  peculiar  to  his  own  imme- 
cliate  community. 

That  at  one  time  in  the  history  of  this  literary  language, 
the  representation  of  the  to  and  iu  sounds  may  have  been 
confused,  can  he  seen  from  a  brief  survey  of  the  old  Frisian 
texts.  The  Riistringer,  Westerlauer,  and  Schwarzenberg  manu¬ 
scripts  use  the  forms  fiand,  friond,  fior  etc.  while  the  other 
texts  have  without  exception  iu  forms  ‘).  This  difference  m 
orthography,  here  coincides  with  the  difference  in  locality,  and 
we  have  clearly  an  eastern  and  a  western  form  within  t  e 
same  language.  That  the  Cottonian  in  this  case  resembles  the 
West-Frisian  dialects  may  be  merely  a  matter  of  chance,  lhat 
the  Monacensis  corresponds  to  the  east  Frisian  may  also  e 
pure  coincidence.  But  we  have  reason  to  believe  that  the 
Saxons  were  the  pupils  of  the  Frisians  and  adopted  in  a  mea¬ 
sure  both  the  form  and  the  language  of  the  earlier  heroic  epic 
poetry.  Moreover  the  language  which  they  amalgamated,  still 
preserved  the  same  possibilities  for  future  development  as  the 
original.  And  the  text  of  the  Heliand  which  shows  the  iu  form 
as  a  parallel  to  the  0.  H.  G.  fiant  has  undoubtedly  been  sub¬ 
let  to  the  same  influences  which  have  been  active  in  produ¬ 
cing  the  later  east  Frisian  fiund.  Just  so  the  Cottonian  fion 
owes  its  form  to  the  tendency  apparent  in  the  West-Frisian 


X)  fiand  R  43,  4;  7,  7;  413,  21.  -  W  121,  1;  426,  22;  430,  16.  - 

S  484,  16.  „0  1Q1  „ 

fiund  R  143,  22.  —  B  143,  22;  151,  17;  157,  3;  180,  28;  18  ,  . 

—  E  6,  10;  40,  8;  188,  9;  188,  25.  —  H  6,  9. 
fior  W  438,  31;  405,  7.  —  R  85,  27;  537,  2.  —  S  450,  19. 
jiur  E  226,  5;  210,  30;  437,  n.  2.  —  H  332,  12.  —  F  307,  22. 

J  2,  172, 
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dialects,  for  these  have  freed  themselves  entirely  from  the  in¬ 
fluence  of  the  Franconian.  Within  the  Old  Saxon,  however, 
the  literary  language  of  the  Franks  had  exerted  too  great  an 
influence  to  permit  complete  independence. 

In  this  light  the  occasional  Hod  in  the  Cottonian  also 
assumes  a  new  significance,  when  the  Frisian  texts  are  exa¬ 
mined.  We  find  again  two  independent  but  parallel  forms,  as 
in  the  case  of  fiond ,  fiund. 

Hod  R  3,  11;  5,  25;  7,  2;  11,  20;  13,  19,  23;  15,  20; 
19,  6,  14;  21,  26,  27;  23,  8,  25;  25,  5,  8;  27,  13,  15,  22; 

67,  25;  71,  9;  77,  34;  115,  2,  6,  15;  131,  13;  132,  1,  8;  134, 

18;  538,  18;  538,  32;  539,  20,  24,  10,  32;  542,  28;  543,  17; 
546,  26,  558,  6.  S  447,  35;  456,  8.  W  3,  11;  5,  23,  26;  11, 

18;  19,  11;  27,  9,  14;  51,  24;  63,  32;  67,  23;  77,  36;  79, 

15;  390,  25,  26;  391,  9,  6;  392,  24;  412,  33,  1,  26,  30;  413, 
8;  415,  11;  (416,  10;  422,  17  lined );  461,  2;  417,  28,  38; 
425,  7,  17;  435,  13;  472,  23;  557,  32,  559,  5. 

Hud  B  2,  166,  17,  10;  152,  20;  153,  24,  2;  154,  18,  19, 

24;  156,  1,  6;  157,  10,  24;  28,  31,  11;  160,  10,  15;  166,  12; 

168,  8;  169,  4;  171,  19,  26  u.  22;  180,  3.  E  18,  9;  20,  25; 
24,  13;  26,  2,  10,  15;  44,  24;  48,  31;  66,23;  62,  34;  70,  10; 
78,  7;  210,  20;  247,  16.  F  307,  19;  308,  2;  308,  9.  H  4,  25; 
18,  24;  24,  14;  48,  18;  62,  34;  76,  31;  336,  5;  338,  34; 

341,  29;  342,  32,  34;  343,  3,  4,  2,  16;  354,  30;  355,  27. 

In  the  Vatican  fragment  of  the  Heliand,  we  expect  to  find 
the  Franconian  form  predominating.  Instead  the  to  form 

appears  three  times,  Hud  only  once.  The  text  of  the  Genesis, 
however,  shows  a  greater  confusion  regarding  the  sound  or 
sound  representation  of  this  exceedingly  common  word.  Here 
the  two  forms  practically  alternate,  each  occurring  seven  times 
within  the  300  lines.  And  since  these  two  fragments  as  they 
are  preserved  to  us  in  the  Vatican  are  the  work  of  the  same 
scribe  and  represent  an  early  stage  in  the  tradition  of  the  Old 
Saxon  epics,  their  forms  are  of  particular  importance.  Mo¬ 
reover,  since  the  Prague  and  the  Cottonian  have  similar  varia¬ 
tions,  it  is  evident  that  in  the  early  manuscript  which  served 
more  or  less  directly  as  a  copy  for  these,  the  form  of  the  word 
liudi  had  not  become  stereotyped.  Neither  the  Franconian  nor 
the  Frisian  form  was  given  the  preference. 

It  might  be  urged  against  this  opinion  that  the  language 
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and  orthography  of  the  Frisian  texts  belonging  to  the  twelfth 
and  thirteenth  centuries,  do  not  correspond  to  that  of  the  early 
heroic  epic  which  served  as  a  model  for  the  Saxon  poet.  But 
simply  because  they  are  later,  they  prove  that  the  traces  and 
tendencies  apparent  in  the  Heliand  manuscripts  are  peculiar  to 
the  language  itself.  Consequently  though  perhaps  neither  con¬ 
tains  the  original  epic  form  of  our  w-diphthong,  the  correspon¬ 
dence  of  the  earlier  with  the  later  texts  shows  most  clearly 
that  they  have  been  subject  to  the  same  influence.  In  other 
words,  the  Monacensis  suffered  the  changes  peculiar  to  Eastern 
Saxony,  while  the  Cottonian,  Prague,  and  Vatican  manuscripts 
point  to  separate  western  sources  and  homes. 


